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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 17, 18, 22-33 and 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over White et al (US 4,760,1 1 8) in view of Geprags et al (US 2003/01 30403 A1 ), 

Adedeji et al (US 6,872,777) and/or Jalbert et al (US 4,654,405). 

Rejection is maintained for reason of record with following response. 

With respect to capped mol% of new claims 36-39, the examiner’s position is that 
% capping taught in examples 2 (81 and 100 % capping) and example 4 (86, 99 and 
99+ % capping) would meet it inherently, and a burden is on applicant to show 
otherwise. 

Again, applicant asserts that there are no data with respect to embrittlement or 
any sort of physical change for example 2 in which melt-capping of PPE with 
polysalicylate in the presence of polystyrene is taught. However, such assertion lacks 
any probative value since any property change would be inherent and since the instant 
claims are silent as to such properties either. 

Applicant asserts that table 1 shows that polystyrene (which has no reactive 
group) impedes capping the end groups when compared with table 1 . Thus, applicant 
further asserts that capping with polysalicylate in the presence of a different component 
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that has functional groups would be much less successful, if at all possible. But, such 
assertion lacks probative value for following reasons: 

1 . In table I (without polystyrene), use of 6 wt.% of polysalicylate has yielded 90 
% capping, but in table II (with polystyrene), use of 6 wt.% of polysalicylate has yielded 
81 % capping. Thus, such results may support applicant’s assertion. 

But, in table I (without polystyrene), use of 8 wt.% of polvsalicvlate has yielded 93 
% capping, but in table II (with polystyrene), use of 8 wt.% of polvsalicvlate has yielded 
100 % capping . Thus, such results rebut applicant’s assertion. Said tables show that a 
higher amount of polvsalicvlate (such as 8 wt.%1 should be used for the capping 
process when a higher % capping is desired whether additional component is present or 
not . Furthermore, the instant claim 26 recites presence of polystyrene as in example 2 
of White et al and thus the instant claim 17 permits presence of polystyrene. Thus, 
applicant’s assertion that polystyrene impedes capping process has little probative 
value. 

2. With respect to presence of a different component that has functional groups, 
the instantly recited components (impact modifier, reinforcing filler and flame retardant) 
neither have any reactive functional groups nor require any reactive functional groups 
contrary to applicant’s assertion. Applicant failed to point out presence of any reactive 
functional groups of the recited components with hydroxyl groups of PPE and 
polysalicylate. 

3. Also, note that table II of example 4 shows melt-capping of PPE with 
polysalicylate without polystyrene, and thus the use of additive components taught by 
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Geprags et al, Adedeji et al and/or Jalbert et al for capping process would not be 
impedes even if polystyrene impedes said capping process (which would not as pointed 
out above point 1 .). 

All claims are drawn to the same invention claimed in the application prior to the 
entry of the submission under 37 CFR 1 .1 14 and could have been finally rejected on the 
grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the 
application prior to entry under 37 CFR 1.114. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE 
FINAL even though it is a first action after the filing of a request for continued 
examination and the submission under 37 CFR 1.114. See MPEP § 706.07(b). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tae H. Yoon whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
1 1 28. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, David Wu can be reached on (571) 272-1 114. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Tae FI Yoon/ 

Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1762 

THY/June 14, 2011 




